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When many people gather to live together 
in close proximity it is inevitable that there will 
be crime. Such holds true for the Lehigh Valley, 
where the most urban areas have a pressing 
problem with a rise in gang activity and the 
violent crime that is coupled with it. Crime 
is not only a serious concern for the safety of 
people already living in the Lehigh Valley, but it 
is a potential problem as it lowers the quality of 
life and reduces the attractiveness of the area to 
families and workers. Distinguishing the Lehigh 
Valley as an area increasingly prone to crime is 
the fact that it lies within two driving hours of 
the major metropolitan areas of Philadelphia 
and New York City. While the externalities 
from these cities’ crime activity are responsible 
for a significant portion of the crime in the 
valley, they are not the cause of all of it. This 
paper will examine the current crime situation 
in the Lehigh Valley, compare the situation to 
that of similar areas, and asses what is being 
done to keep citizens safe and lower crime 
rates. The ultimate goal of paper is to provide 
information for local officials and concerned 
citizens, as well as to analyze the crime situation 
without bias, and give outside suggestions.
Data Driven Assessment of Situation
The most consistent and comprehensive 
source for crime data required for an accurate 
assessment is obtained through the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation. All crime data available 
from this source is sorted into Crime Indexes. 
These Crime Indexes are the acts “considered 
in proportion to national rates. For example, 
from 1995 to 2007 the US violent crime rate 
decreased from 636.5 to 466.9, which marks 
a 27% decrease. The violent crime rate in 
Pennsylvania, however, only decreased 13%, 
from 480.3 to 416.5. Similarly, US property 
crime rates have decreased 37% from 1991 to 
2007, while PA property crime rates fell only 
24%. This trend indicates that national policies 
and increased funding that may be effective in 
other areas of the country are not as effective 
in Pennsylvania. This calls for an increase in 
Figure 1. Violent Crimes per 100,000 People, 1960 to 2007
most likely to be reported to police and, 
as a result, are used nationally as a basis for 
comparison of criminal activity. The offenses 
are: murder, rape, robbery, aggravated assault, 
burglary, larceny/theft, motor-vehicle theft 
and arson,” (Pennsylvania State Police). 
These principal crimes are divided into two 
subcategories- Violent Crimes and Property 
Crimes. Violent crimes include the offenses of 
murder, forcible rape, robbery, and aggravated 
assault. Property crimes are the offenses of 
burglary, larceny-theft, and motor vehicle theft.
Casinos create crime locally and 
do not merely attract it from somewhere else
 The counts of crime are normalized for 
comparison across cities by computing their 
rate per 100,000 residents. These categories 
will be the basis for a majority of the crime 
assessment in this paper, but it is important to 
take into account that the data may be less than 
the actual number of crimes; not all crimes 
committed may be reported to police.  
To begin the analysis and provide a context 
for the Lehigh Valley, one should examine 
Pennsylvania’s crime rates as a whole. As shown 
in Figures 1 and 2,  Pennsylvania consistently 
has a lower count of Violent Crimes and 
Property Crimes per 100,000 people than the 
United States as a whole. 
One alarming observation that is illustrated 
in these graphs is that crime in Pennsylvania, 
both Violent and Property, does not decrease 
local concern and action to lower the crime 
rate, since national policies do not appear to be 
doing enough at this point in time.
Upon examination crime data specifically 
for the Lehigh Valley, the rates do not show 
complete improvement. Of the three main 
cities, Allentown, Bethlehem and Easton, 
Allentown and Bethlehem have increasing or 
steady levels of Violent Crime in recent years, 
while Easton has seen a drop. Furthermore, 
while Bethlehem and Easton have maintained 
Violent and Property Crime rates below the 
state and national average, Allentown has not.
As shown in Figure 3, the city of Allentown 
has seen an exceptional jump in the total 
of Violent Crimes committed per year. The 
number of murders has more than quadrupled 
from 5 in 1980 to 21 in 2007, a mere 27 year 
span. Forcible rapes, robberies and aggravated 
assault have all increased as well, prompting the 
total number of violent crimes in Allentown 
to jump from 321 in 1980 to 870 in 2007. 
This is a troubling 171% increase in only 27 
years, averaging to an approximate increase 
of 6.3% per year. If this trend continues, it is 
projected that there will be 1074 violent crimes 
committed in Allentown in 2010.
This trend has been echoed by the city of 
Bethlehem. While the number of reported 
rapes has remained relatively constant since 
1999, murders, robberies and assaults have 
increased.  As shown in Figure 4, the total of 
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violent crimes has not increased steadily, but 
has increased from 227 in 1999 to 270 in 2007. 
Data for the year 2006 was not made available 
by the FBI.
Unlike Allentown and Bethlehem, Easton 
has seen a decline in violent crime in recent 
years.  As shown in Figure 5, since 1999 the 
total number of Violent Crimes has fallen from 
230 to only 156 in 2007. This represents a 32% 
decrease over 9 years, which averages to an 
approximate decrease of 3.5% per year.  This 
data should still cause alarm though, as the 
number of cases of each crime has not been 
decreasing steadily. Observable in the table 
below, the number of reported murders in 
Easton has increased every year for the  
past four years, and in the past three years so has 
the number of robberies. Thus although  
the net number of Violent Crimes has 
decreased, this decrease is not a trend across all 
Violent Crimes.
Figure 6 is a cumulative comparison of 
the Violent Crime rates. Data for the Lehigh 
Valley’s three main cities is graphed against that 
for the United States as a whole as well as the 
state of Pennsylvania. As shown in the graph, 
Allentown has violent crime rate a considerably 
higher than the national and state level, while 
Bethlehem and Easton have rates below the 
national and state level. This data reveals 
Allentown as a target area for increased efforts 
to reduce crime.
Property crimes should also be considered 
when evaluating the current crime situation 
in the Lehigh Valley. Following suit to Violent 
Crimes, the total number of reports of Property 
Crimes has increased in Allentown in recent 
years, from 4,946 in 1999 to 5,379 in 2007. 
This is largely due to an increase in the number 
of burglaries and larceny-thefts cases; the 
reported number of burglaries in Allentown has 
increased 20% since 1999, while the number of 
larceny-theft cases has increased 7%. 
Contrary to Allentown, Bethlehem and 
Easton have seen a decrease in the total 
number of Property Crimes since 1999. Cases 
of burglary, motor vehicle theft and arson in 
Bethlehem have all fallen since 1999, at 10%, 
3% and 46%, respectively.  In Easton, however, 
only cases of burglary and larceny-theft have 
decreased in recent years. While these crimes 
have seen 46% and 12% drops, motor vehicle 
thefts and arson cases have risen 47% and 30% 
since 1999. Figure 7 presents a comparison of 
Allentown, Bethlehem and Easton’s Property 
Crime rates to the national and state rate.  
Allentown is again above both the national  
and state level, while Bethlehem and Easton 
 are below it.
With homeland security receiving an 
increasing amount of press in recent years, 
it is understandable that there has been less 
attention focused on local crime. For example, 
on Governor Rendell’s website, even though he 
is the head of The Pennsylvania Commission 
on Crime and Delinquency, there is nothing 
listed under his agenda pertaining to making 
Pennsylvania a safer place to live or decreasing 
crime rates. This does not do justice to the fact 
that many long-term residents of Pennsylvania 
and the Lehigh Valley are concerned that 
crime is taking over their towns. In a quality-
of life poll conducted by The Morning Call, 
more than 54% of respondents said that they 
believe life in Lehigh Valley is getting worse, 
up from 48% in 2007 (Drobnyk). This is 
significant because crime has a direct influence 
on residents’ judgment of the quality of life in 
the area.  Furthermore, only 25% of residents 
in the Lehigh and Northampton counties 
surveyed this year said that they think life in the 
Lehigh Valley is getting better.  This is the lowest 
percentage since The Morning Call began its 
annual quality-of-life poll in 2003.  Even though 
81% of people gave local law enforcement 
a rating of excellent or good, nearly 33% of 
residents polled by The Morning Call said they 
are very concerned with becoming a victim of 
crime.  This figure that has been rising steadily 
over the past five years, as less than 20% of 
residents said the same in 2003 (Drobnyk).  If 
the Lehigh Valley wants to continue attracting 
families and workers into it’s community and 
economy, than it needs to tackle the issue of 
crime to remain an attractive place to live.
Lehigh Valley Crime in Relation to 
Other Areas
To get a perspective on Allentown, 
Bethlehem and Easton’s crime rates it is worth 
comparing their crime statistics to that of 
comparable cities in the northeast region.  
One such city is Youngstown, Ohio.  Like 
Bethlehem, Youngstown has a history in 
specialized manufacturing, and in 2007, out 
of the three major cities in the Lehigh Valley, 
was closest in population to Bethlehem.  
The Violent Crime rate in Youngstown in 
2007 was 812, which is significantly higher 
than Bethlehem’s Violent Crime rate of 270. 
Youngstown’s Property Crime rate in 2007 
was 4,101, which is also significantly higher 
than Bethlehem’s rate of 2,294 that year. So in 
juxtaposition to Youngstown, Bethlehem is a 
safer community.
Figure 2. Property Crimes per 100,000 People, 1960 to 2007
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Another comparable city is Rochester, New 
York. In 2007 Rochester had a population 
of 206,686, which makes it most similar to 
Allentown, which had the largest population 
in the Lehigh Valley at 107,397. In this year 
Rochester had a Violent Crime rate of 2,350 
and Property Crime rate of 11,277, while 
Allentown reported rates of 870 and 5,369, 
respectively. Thus, in both cases Allentown has 
a crime rate of less than half of that of Rochester, 
and like Bethlehem was a safer community 
based on these rates.
An additional city with a manufacturing 
background is Dayton, Ohio.  In 2007 Dayton 
had a population of 155,526, which makes it 
again most comparable to Allentown based on 
size. Dayton’s Violent and Property Crime rates 
were 1,597 and 10,645 in 2007, which again 
are about twice Allentown’s rates. Syracuse, 
Spell,” Philadelphia Police announced the break 
up of two large-scale cocaine organizations, 
which were reported as distributing cocaine to 
the Philadelphia suburbs as well as the Lehigh 
Valley. This case illuminated the fact that drug 
traffickers’ ability to reach the Lehigh Valley is 
largely facilitated by the I-78 interstate. Such 
is noted by the Chief of Police in Emmaus, 
Chief Faust, who acknowledged that, “since the 
addition of the I-78 corridor, the Lehigh Valley 
had a population explosion, and with that 
brings more police incidents and unfortunately, 
at times, more crime,” (NBC 10).
To examine this point more closely, the 
relationship between Pennsylvania’s state 
population and the total number of crimes 
reported was considered. As Figure 8  shows, 
there is a strong positive correlation between 
population and crime. Using data from 1960 
to 2007, the correlation between an increase 
in population and an increase in crime is 
calculated to be 0.67. When examined 
individually, it is unfortunately Violent  
Crime that has a higher correlation with 
population, with a correlation statistic of 
0.86.  Population and Property Crime have a 
correlation statistic of 0.63.
 Furthermore, it is widely acknowledged 
that, “like Philadelphia, Lehigh Valley cities have 
struggled with crime in recent years. Despite 
Allentown, Bethlehem and Easton having lower 
crime rates in every front in 2007 (Appendix 
A. Table 5), Allentown tied its record high in 
homicides in 2007 with 21, and Easton and 
Bethlehem have seen gang activity rise. This rise 
in Easton and Bethlehem is definitely of great 
concern, because gangs have the ability to easily 
migrate from city to city depending on how 
much pressure they are receiving from the law 
enforcement agents there. Thus as Bethlehem 
Police Lt. Robert Righi, who serves ad head of 
his department’s criminal investigations unit, 
reports, “[gang activity has] become more 
of a regional issue rather than a local issue,” 
(Falsone). Consequently it is crucial that all of 
the Lehigh Valley support the fight against the 
infiltration of such activity into the region, and 
be open to changes in policing strategies.
New York also had crime rates higher than 
Allentown’s in 2007. With a population of 
139,880 it is closer in size to Allentown than 
Dayton, but still had a higher Violent Crime 
rate of 1,435 and Property Crime rate of 
5,964. Thus, after examining Allentown and 
Bethlehem with cities of similar backgrounds 
and population sizes, Allentown and Bethlehem 
have considerably lower crime rates.
When making comparisons regarding 
the crime rates in the Lehigh valley it is also 
important to take into account crime activity 
in New York City and Philadelphia because 
of the cities’ proximity to the Lehigh Valley. 
This is because the propinquity enables 
certain externalities from city life to reach the 
Lehigh Valley, such as gang activity and highly 
organized drug rings. For example in March 
of 2008, in what was termed “Operation Dry 
 
Year Murder Rape Robbery Assault Total Violent Crime 
1999 11 39 350 260 660 
2000 9 40 349 290 688 
2001 8 46 295 269 618 
2002 9 58 294 254 615 
2003 12 51 359 219 641 
2004 11 51 360 230 652 
2005 21 45 512 285 863 
2006 16 42 684 339 1081 
2007 21 20 552 277 870 
 
Figure 3. Violent Crime in the City of Allentown
Figure 4. Violent Crime in the City of Bethlehem
Year Murder Rape Robbery Assault Total Violent Crime 
1999 3 21 84 119 227 
2000 3 13 93 113 222 
2001 4 14 76 155 249 
2002 2 31 98 114 245 
2003 1 20 94 75 190 
2004 1 24 83 115 223 
2005 2 17 114 135 268 
2006 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
2007 6 24 100 140 270 
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What Lehigh Valley is Doing to Change
With crime being an urgent problem, several 
initiatives are in place to safen communities 
in the Lehigh Valley. One approach that areas 
such as Easton and Emmaus have taken is a 
neighborhood approach to policing. This idea 
of a “neighborhood approach” entails assigning 
one police officer to a certain neighborhood, 
in hope that they will get to know the residents 
on a more personal level. This strategy is 
based on the notion that this community 
interaction and support can help control 
crime, with community members helping to 
identify suspects, detain vandals and bring 
problems to the attention of police. In addition 
to this approach, in 2007 the Emmaus police 
department began holding public meetings “to 
talk to residents about setting up neighborhood 
watch groups to combat crime.” (NBC 10). 
The efforts have been met with a decrease in 
crime, and thus as Lehigh County Executive 
Don Cunningham stated in his 2009 Financial 
Outlook report, “community policing works, 
short and simple,” (Cunningham, 2009).
Allentown and Easton have also 
implemented the “Weed and Seed” program, 
which is a community-based strategy 
sponsored by the U.S. Department of 
Justice. “[It] is an innovative, comprehensive 
multiagency approach to law enforcement, 
crime prevention, and community 
revitalization,” (Office of Justice Programs). 
It is important to acknowledge that Weed 
and Seed is foremost a strategy, rather than a 
simply a grant program. Instead of putting a 
large amount of money towards the problem 
as a quick and temporary solution, the 
program aims to prevent, control, and reduce 
violent crime, drug abuse, and gang activity in 
designated high-crime neighborhoods across 
the country on a long term basis. In 2008 a 
study was conducted evaluating the success 
of Allentown’s Weed and Seed Program. The 
executive summary of the report states that, 
“results of the research revealed many positive 
changes in the past five years. A major change 
has been the reduction in crime rates--in 
total numbers, in rate per population, and as 
a percentage of the city’s total crime. [And] 
residents who were interviewed were more 
likely to consider that the neighborhood has 
improved in the past two years rather than 
declined,”(Eckley, 2). Easton’s official website 
has also made available a schedule for all the 
Weed and Seed meetings, enabling newcomers 
and concerned citizens to get involved, 
(Community Capacity Development Office). 
And as always, if residents are in a situation in 
which they are threatened and feel unable to 
protect themselves, they can contact the police 
immediately by dialing 911. In fact, Lehigh 
County is currently working on approving the 
911 response system as well.
A second approach began in 2008, with 
the construction of a new 911 emergency 
communication center next to the County 
Government Center in Allentown. “For the first 
time, [this] 911 center will use GPS technology 
to locate callers through their cell phones, 
minimizing emergency response time. Keeping 
the center in downtown Allentown allows for 
the future possibility of merging Lehigh County 
and Allentown City operations,” (Cunningham, 
2008). The successful pooling of resources 
between Lehigh County and Allentown would 
prove very beneficial to policing efforts, and 
this investment in policing efforts is a tangible 
sign that Allentown and the Lehigh County are 
serious about combating crime.
A third innovation has been the 
Pennsylvania State Police Department’s 
use of a web-based crime reporting system, 
(Pennsylvania State Police). Using this web-
based system, officers are able to enter monthly 
updates of Crime Index data into a state police 
database. Citizens can go to the website and 
Figure 5. Violent Crime in the City of Easton
Year Murder Rape Robbery Assault Total Violent Crime 
1999 2 12 81 135 230 
2000 1 11 62 103 177 
2001 3 16 52 83 154 
2002 1 21 52 143 217 
2003 1 18 54 85 158 
2004 0 19 47 99 165 
2005 3 16 47 110 176 
2006 4 16 54 92 166 
2007 5 14 69 68 156 
 
Figure 6. A Comparison of Violent Crime Rates, 1999 to 2007
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view the data as soon as it is submitted. It also 
attaches names to cases so officers can contact 
each other. This electronic information sharing 
increases efficiency, and thus helps the valley-
wide effort to combat crime.
New Casino in Bethlehem
In 2006 the announcement of the 
construction of a new Casino in Bethlehem was 
met by mixed feelings. While some argued that 
it would stimulate the lagging local economy, 
others saw it as a catalyst for increased gang 
activities and Violent Crimes. While there is 
justification for both sides of the argument, 
historically casinos have had connections with 
organized crime. One study analyzed crime 
data collected from all 3,165 U.S. counties in the 
United States, from 1977 to 1996, by looking 
at local crime rates before and after casinos 
opened. The study found that crime began to 
rise after the first year, slowly at first and then 
at an increasing rate. Crime continued to rise 
until it had far surpassed what it would have 
been if the casino had never opened. “By the 
fifth year of operation, robberies were up 136%; 
aggravated assaults, 91%; auto theft, 78%; 
burglary, 50%; larceny, 38%; and rape, 21%.  
Controlling for other factors, 8.6% of property 
crimes and 12.6%  of violent crimes were 
attributed to casinos,” (Morrin). Furthermore, 
the conductor of the study found that, “crime 
rates didn’t rise in neighboring counties while 
they soared in casino counties–[which is] 
evidence that casinos create crime locally and 
don’t merely attract it from somewhere else,” 
(Morrin). Despite these published findings, 
the casino is planning to open by 2009. In an 
attempt to assuage a rise in crime, Bethlehem 
should increase the number of officers on patrol 
in the area around the casino, if not assign one 
officer to be stationed there permanently. The 
town should also make sure that the casino 
employs legitimate security personnel to assist 
in the local police department’s efforts to 
mitigate crime, and encourage a continuous 
exchange of observations and information.
“On the [national] political front, crime 
has fallen way behind issues such as Iraq, 
health care and gas prices, not to mention the 
meltdown of our financial system,” ( Jones). As 
of November 2008, the United States’ economy 
has entered a recession, and in times of negative 
economic growth people are more likely 
to be unemployed, become desperate, and 
resort to illegal criminal activities. Therefore, 
now more than ever elected officials, police 
and community members need to take an 
active stance to protect their Lehigh Valley 
communities and provide a safe environment 
for all residents. Elected officials should 
continue to allocate funds to policing efforts, 
police should continue to take a personal 
interest in the neighborhoods they are policing, 
and community members should continue 
their involvement with the successful Weed and 
Seed program. The Lehigh Valley is a unit, and 
“Allentown’s problem today could be Easton’s 
problem tomorrow” (Falsone). It is thus 
imperative that the Lehigh Valley as a whole 
takes the initiative and continues to take a stand 
against crime.
by Stephanie Magnunson
Figure 8. Total Reported Crime per 100,000 People vs. State Population
Figure 7.  A Comparison of Property Crime rates, 1999 to 2007
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Elected officials should continue to allocate funds to policing efforts, 
police should continue to take a personal interest in the 
neighborhoods they are policing, 
and community members should continue their involvement with the successful 
Weed and Seed program.
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Table3.
Data for Figure 8.
Population and Reported Crime in Pennsylvania.
Year Population Violent Crime Property Crime Total Crime 
1960 11319366 11203 107586 118789 
1961 11468000 11223 108895 120118 
1962 11376000 11856 117167 129023 
1963 11424000 12678 128209 140887 
1964 11459000 14162 142616 156778 
1965 11520000 16384 155050 171434 
1966 11582000 15169 157775 172944 
1967 11629000 16119 177676 193795 
1968 11712000 20710 206151 226861 
1969 11803000 22887 215276 238163 
1970 11793909 25970 231825 257795 
1971 11879000 31917 273153 305070 
1972 11926000 33052 254458 287510 
1973 11902000 32397 265361 297758 
1974 11835000 37281 324104 361385 
1975 11827000 38933 357206 396139 
1976 11862000 34985 361199 396184 
1977 11785000 33328 334069 367397 
1978 11750000 35381 338824 374205 
1979 11731000 39133 370914 410047 
1980 11824220 43032 398761 441793 
1981 11864000 44104 392872 436976 
1982 11865000 42767 366903 409670 
1983 11895000 40782 339321 380103 
1984 11901000 38154 325960 364114 
1985 11853000 39240 320788 360028 
1986 11889000 42629 326149 368778 
1987 11936000 44087 333476 377563 
1988 12027000 43534 338486 382020 
1989 12040000 45586 359008 404594 
1990 11881643 51213 361805 413018 
1991 11961000 53824 371814 425638 
1992 12009000 51276 356155 407431 
1993 12048000 50295 343841 394136 
1994 12052000 51425 342901 394326 
1995 12072000 51586 354623 406209 
1996 12056000 57905 370851 428756 
1997 12020000 53140 359323 412463 
1998 12001000 50470 342318 392788 
1999 11994000 50431 323021 373452 
2000 12281054 51584 316274 367858 
2001 12287150 50432 313408 363840 
2002 12328827 49578 300868 350446 
2003 12370761 49210 300639 349849 
2004 12394471 50998 299611 350609 
2005 12405348 52761 300444 353205 
2006 12440621 54665 303988 358653 
 
Table 2.
Data for Figure 2.
Property Crimes per 100,000 People.
Year USA PA 
1960 1726.3 950.5 
1961 1747.9 949.6 
1962 1857.5 1029.9 
1963 2012.1 1122.3 
1964 2197.5 1244.6 
1965 2248.8 1345.9 
1966 2450.9 1362.2 
1967 2736.5 1527.9 
1968 3071.8 1760.2 
1969 3351.3 1823.9 
1970 3621 1965.6 
1971 3768.8 2299.5 
1972 3560.4 2133.6 
1973 3737 2229.5 
1974 4389.3 2738.5 
1975 4810.7 3020.3 
1976 4819.5 3045 
1977 4601.7 2834.7 
1978 4642.5 2883.6 
1979 5016.6 3161.8 
1980 5353.3 3372.4 
1981 5263.8 3311.5 
1982 5032.5 3092.3 
1983 4637.3 2852.6 
1984 4492.1 2738.9 
1985 4650.5 2706.4 
1986 4862.6 2743.3 
1987 4940.3 2793.9 
1988 5027.1 2814.4 
1989 5077.9 2981.8 
1990 5088.5 3045.1 
1991 5139.7 3108.6 
1992 4902.7 2965.7 
1993 4737.7 2853.9 
1994 4660 2845.2 
1995 4591.3 2937.6 
1996 4450.1 3076.1 
1997 4311.9 2989.4 
1998 4052.5 2852.4 
1999 3743.6 2693.2 
2000 3618.3 2575.3 
2001 3656.1 2550.7 
2002 3630.6 2440.4 
2003 3591.2 2430.2 
2004 3514.1 2417.3 
2005 3432 2422 
2006 3334.5 2443.5 
2007 3,263.50 2,361.30 
 
Table  1.
Data for Figure 1.
Violent Crimes per 100,000 People.
Year USA PA 
1960 160.9 99 
1961 158.1 97.9 
1962 162.3 104.2 
1963 168.2 111 
1964 190.6 123.6 
1965 200.2 142.2 
1966 220 131 
1967 253.2 138.6 
1968 298.4 176.8 
1969 328.7 193.9 
1970 363.5 220.2 
1971 396 268.7 
1972 401 277.1 
1973 417.4 272.2 
1974 461.1 315 
1975 487.8 329.2 
1976 467.8 294.9 
1977 475.9 282.8 
1978 497.8 301.1 
1979 548.9 333.6 
1980 596.6 363.9 
1981 594.3 371.7 
1982 571.1 360.4 
1983 537.7 342.8 
1984 539.2 320.6 
1985 556.6 331.1 
1986 617.7 358.6 
1987 609.7 369.4 
1988 637.2 362 
1989 663.1 378.6 
1990 731.8 431 
1991 758.1 450 
1992 757.5 427 
1993 746.8 417.5 
1994 713.6 426.7 
1995 684.6 427.3 
1996 636.5 480.3 
1997 610.8 442.1 
1998 567.5 420.5 
1999 523 420.5 
2000 506.5 420 
2001 504.4 410.4 
2002 494.4 402.1 
2003 475.8 397.8 
2004 463.2 411.5 
2005 469 425 
2006 473.5 439.4 
2007 466.9 416.5 
 
Appendix
Source: www.fbi.gov
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Table 4. 
Data for Figure 7.
A Comparison of Property Crime rates, 1999 to 2007.
Table 5.
2007 Crime Rates by City.
Year USA PA Allentown Bethlehem Easton 
1999 3743.6 2693.2 4946 2339 1278 
2000 3618.3 2575.3 4881 2240 1046 
2001 3656.1 2550.7 4,660 2,226 1092 
2002 3630.6 2440.4 5410 2170 978 
2003 3591.2 2430.2 5,654 1,965 1,138 
2004 3514.1 2417.3 5,780 2,195 1,141 
2005 3432 2422 5,771 2,301 1,078 
2006 3334.5 2443.5 6,059 2,295 1,424 
2007 3,263.50 2,361.30 5,333 2,288 1,074 
 
City Pop. Murder Rape Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny-theft 
Motor 
vehicle 
theft Arson 
Violent 
Crime Total 
Property 
Crime 
Total 
New York 8,220,196 496 875 21,787 27,295 20,914 115,318 13,256  - 50,453 149,488 
Philadelphia 1,435,533 392 956 10,258 9,574 11,524 39,167 11,104  - 21,180 61,795 
Allentown 107,397 21 20 552 277 1,335 3,462 536 46 870 5,379 
Bethlehem 72,908 6 24 100 140 439 1,721 128 6 270 2,294 
Easton 26,207 5 14 69 68 141 826 107 13 156 1,087 
 
Appendix
Source: www.fbi.gov
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